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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S. C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 13 March 2006 . 
2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)Q This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-54 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-54 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 
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1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-8, 10-15, 18-23, 25, 27-29, 33-40, 42-46 and 48-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Cronin III et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,182,127 Bl in view of 
Microsoft Power Point 97. 

-Regarding claim 1, Cronin discloses an apparatus comprising a multiple-image viewer to 
concurrently display multiple [ ind e p e nd e nt ] images within a single window (col. 3, line 65, col. 
5, lines 45-54) in a network system (col. 1, line 58), the viewer enabling manipulation of each of 
the [ multipl e ind e pendent ] images (col. 4, lines 37-39, col. 5, lines 45-54), at least one of the 
[ multipl e ind e p e nd e nt ] images displayed being a raster graphics file (col. 5, lines 45-54, col. 6, 
line 52), each of the [ multipl e ind e pendent ] displayed images having a separate [and 
ind e p e ndent ] data file (col. 1, line 60 and col. 5, lines 45-54). 

Cronin does not directly teach manipulation by a user of the images independently of 
each other, however in similar art Microsoft Power Point teaches said limitation (A user may 
create a presentation by starting Power Point, then selecting [Blank Presentation], from the pull 
down menu selecting [insert], then [picture], then [Clip Art] and inserting several clip art images. 
These images may be manipulated {changing size, etc} by a user independently of each other). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine Cronin with the capabilities of MS Power Point, because it could be used to 
emphasize one image over the others. 

-Regarding claim 2, Cronin discloses where the manipulation of an image consists of 
linking to an image (col. 6, line 6). 

-Regarding claim 3, Cronin discloses where the viewer comprises a web-based 
application (col. 1, line 61). 

-Regarding claim 4, Cronin discloses where the application is one in a group consisting 
of an Active-x control (col. 8, line 33). 

-Regarding claim 5, Cronin discloses where the window consists of a browser (col. 1, line 

65). 

-Regarding claim 6, Cronin discloses where the window is defined by a page description 
language (HTML col.l, line 64). 

-Regarding claim 7, Cronin discloses where the viewer comprises a computer-readable 
medium containing a program (col. 2, lines 6-8). 

-Regarding claim 8, Cronin discloses where the network system is one in a group of a 
client server system (col. 2, lines 6-14). 

-Regarding claim 10, Cronin discloses where the displayed image comprises a multi- 
resolution capability (col. 3, line 31). 

-Regarding claim 11, Cronin discloses where the viewer manipulates the images as a 
group as well as individually (col. 8, lines 44-4). 
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-Regarding claim 12, Cronin discloses a module to determine which part of an image will 
appear in the window and then request that data (col. 4, lines 45-6). 

-Regarding claim 13, Cronin discloses a module to calculate geometric coordinates of a 
portion of the displayed image to appear in the window and then request the block data (col. 4, 
lines 60-67). 

-Regarding claim 14, Cronin discloses a module to display multiple images at different 
resolutions (col. 3, line 31). 

-Regarding claim 15, Cronin discloses where the image has a hierarchical structure (col. 
4, lines 50-1). 

-Regarding claim 18, Cronin discloses a module to decode and display images within the 
window (col. 3, lines 24-26). 

-Regarding claim 19, Cronin discloses a module to keep track of data in the window and 
data stored in cache (col. 4, lines 40-57). 

-Regarding claim 20, Cronin discloses a module to scale the displayed image with data 
stored in a cache until the viewer decodes the data (col. 4, lines 52-57). 

-Regarding claim 21, Cronin discloses a module to request data only for the displayed 
image to appear in the window (col. 7, lines 14-17). 

-Regarding claim 22, Cronin discloses a module to request all data pertaining to image, 
but only to decode a portion of the data to appear (col. 7, lines 14-2). 

-Regarding claim 23, Cronin discloses a module to request and decode data 
corresponding to an actual area of an image, blocks of data surrounding the image (col. 7, line 
18), and data for one level of higher resolution (col. 3, lines 66-67). 
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-Regarding claim 25, the remarks directed to claim 15, above, apply equally to this claim. 

-Regarding claim 27, Cronin discloses a predetermined setting to cause a client to request 
more data for the displayed image (col 7, lines 2 1-24). 

-Regarding claim 28, Cronin discloses where the predetermined setting is a size of the 
image (col. 6, line 8). 

-Regarding claim 29, Cronin discloses where the predetermined setting comprises a value 
set at the time of the creation of the web page (col. 7, lines 21-24). 

-Regarding claim 33, Cronin discloses a client having a memory (col. 3, lines 7-1), an 
image database (or "library") associated with the server (col. 6, line 5) and the other limitations, 
which were discussed in the rejection to claim 1 above. 

Cronin does not directly teach manipulation by a user of the images independently of 
each other, however in similar art Microsoft Power Point teaches said limitation (A user may 
create a presentation by starting Power Point, then selecting [Blank Presentation], from the pull 
down menu selecting [insert], then [picture], then [Clip Art] and inserting several clip art images. 
These images may be manipulated {changing size, etc} by a user independently of each other). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine Cronin with the capabilities of MS Power Point, because it could be used to 
emphasize one image over the others. 

-Regarding claim 34, the remarks directed to claim 15, above, apply equally to this claim. 

-Regarding claim 35, the remarks directed to claim 20, above, apply equally to this claim. 

-Regarding claim 36, the remarks directed to claim 10, above, apply equally to this claim. 

-Regarding claim 37, the remarks directed to claim 1 1, above, apply equally to this claim. 
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-Regarding claim 38, the remarks directed to claims 1 and 6, above, apply equally to this 

claim. 

-Regarding claim 39, the remarks directed to claim 15, above, apply equally to this claim. 
-Regarding claim 40, the remarks directed to claim 10, above, apply equally to this claim. 
-Regarding claim 42, the remarks directed to claim 20, above, apply equally to this claim. 
-Regarding claim 43, the remarks directed to claim 30, above, apply equally to this claim. 
-Regarding claim 44, the remarks directed to claims 1 and 6, above, apply equally to this 

claim. 

-Regarding claim 45, the remarks directed to claim 15, above, apply equally to this claim. 

-Regarding claim 46, the remarks directed to claim 10, above, apply equally to this claim. 

-Regarding claim 48, the remarks directed to claim 20, above, apply equally to this claim. 

-Regarding claim 49, the remarks directed to claim 30, above, apply equally to this claim. 

-Regarding claim 50, the remarks directed to claim 10, above, apply equally to this claim. 

-Regarding claims 51-54, Cronin does not directly teach multiple (raster) images that are 
not all elements of the same image. However in similar art Microsoft Power Point 97, teaches 
multiple images that are not all elements of the same image (see the above rejection of claim 1). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine Cronin with the capabilities of MS Power Point, because it could be used to display 
different images simultaneously and to emphasize one image over the others. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 9, 16, 24, 26 and 30-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cronin III et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,182,127 Bl in view of Microsoft Power Point 97 and 
further in view of Knowlton et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,973,692. 

-Regarding claim 9, Cronin and Microsoft Power Point do not disclose where the image 
has a folder with a hierarchical structure. However in similar art Knowlton discloses a directory 
with a hierarchical structure (col. 19, lines 17-24). Therefore at the time the invention was made 
it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to utilize an image directory 
with a hierarchical structure in combination with Cronin and Microsoft Power Point, because it 
would provide an aid to the user when selecting graphics images (col. 19, line 22). 

-Regarding claim 16, the remarks directed to claim 9, above, apply equally to this claim. 

-Regarding claim 24, the remarks directed to claim 9, above, apply equally to this claim. 

-Regarding claim 26, Knowlton discloses a subfolder ms shown in the remarks to claim 9 

above. 

-Regarding claim 30, Cronin and Microsoft Power Point do not disclose a predetermined 
setting having a value below which a representation of the object is displayed and above which 
the object is displayed. 

However in similar art Knowlton discloses a predetermined setting having a value below 
which a representation of the object is displayed and above which the object is displayed (col. 
17, lines 50-57). Therefore at the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art to have a predetermined setting having a value below which a 
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representation of the object is displayed and above which the object is displayed, because it 
would save computer resources and provide valuable information to the graphics user. 

-Regarding claim 31, Knowlton discloses an image as shown in the remarks to claim 30 

above. 

-Regarding claim 32, Cronin and Microsoft Power Point do not disclose a predetermined 
setting having a value below which the object is not displayed and above which the object is 
displayed. However in similar art Knowlton discloses a predetermined setting having a value 
below which the object is not displayed and above which the object is displayed (col. 17, lines 
50-57). Therefore at the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to have a predetermined setting having a value below which the object is 
not displayed and above which the object is displayed, because it would save computer resources 
and provide valuable information to the graphics user. 

Claims 17, 41 and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cronin III et al, U.S. Patent No. 6,182,127 Bl in view of Microsoft Power Point 97 and further 
in view of Chui, U.S. Patent No. 5,909,518. 

Cronin III et al. and Microsoft Power Point do not disclose image compression according 
to a block based integer wavelet transform scheme. Cronin III et al. does disclose image 
compression (col. 8, line 36). The applicant discloses in paragraph 50 a block-based integer 
wavelet transform entropy-coding scheme found in Chui (col. 2, line 60). Therefore at the time 
the invention was made it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
utilize a block-based integer wavelet transform entropy-coding scheme for compression. Thus 
one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this because wavelet transform 
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is a standard data compression scheme and the type of compression scheme used would not 
affect the nature of the invention. 

-Regarding claim 41, the remarks directed to claim 17, above, apply equally to this claim. 
-Regarding claim 47, the remarks directed to claim 17, above, apply equally to this claim. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) 
of rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

EDIT202: PowerPoint Basics 

www.quasar.ualberta.ca/edpy202/tutorial/PowerPoint/pptBasics/pptBasics.htm 
Online Tutorial, pages 1-11 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Enrique L Santiago whose telephone number is (571) 272-7648. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Thursday from 6:30 A.M. to 4:30 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mark K. Zimmerman whose telephone number is (571) 272-7653, can be reached on 
Monday to Friday from 7:00 A.M. to 3:30 P.M. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Faxed to: 571-273-8300 

Hand carried deliveries must be made to the Customer Service Window (now located at 
the Randolph Building, 401 Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314) 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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